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EXECUTIVE SUMMARY

Standing Rock Telecommunications, Inc. ("SRTI''), a 100% Tribal-government owned wireless

carrier of the Standing Rock Sioux Tribe ("SRST"), respectfully petitions the Commission pursuant to 47

U.S.c. § 214(e)(6) to redefine SRTI's rural study area as mirroring SRTJ's licensed service area, the Standing

Rock Sioux Reservation ("Reservation"). This petition supplements a pending Petition for designation as an

Eligible Telecommunications Carrier filed by SRTI on December 18, 2009 in We: Docket No. 09-197, by

providing additional infonnacion to assist the Commission in redefining the current study areas to reflect

SRTl's licensed service area.

There is ample precedent for the Commission to both designate the ETC staws of a Tribal­

government owned wireless ETC applicant, and to redefine the rural srudy areas for a Tribal-government

owned carrier and for a common carrier not subject to state commission jurisdiction under Section

214(e)(6).

This redefinition will include portions. of the study areas of three rural - and one non-rural ­

incumbent local exchange carriers ("ILECs"). 1bc rcdcfinition will have no impact on current ILEes'

universal service suppott, as funding will continue to be available to the ll_ECs for all of the eligible lines

thcy servc. Additionally, as SRTI's Petition makes clear, it is not adversely "cream-skimming," or trying to

carve ou[ the most profitable areas to selve, as ~RTI will serve all areas within its approved service area.

Redefining SRTI's rural study area will foster the Commission's goals of encouraging competition in

the telecommunications marketplace, providing wireless services to isolated residents who may not

otherwise have access to these services, and extending universal service to additional rural North Dakota

and South Dakota consumers in need.

Significandy, redefining these study areas is consistent with the Constitutional relationship and the

Treaty agreements between the federal government and the SRST, and the established principles of federal

Indian law and the federal trust responsibility, to cmpowcr the Tribe to provide services on its own lands.
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I. INTRODUCTION

Standing Rock Telecommunications, Inc. ("SRTI"), a 100% Tribal-government owned

wireless carrier of the Standing Rock Sioux Tribe ("SRST"), respectfully petitions the Commission

to Redefine Rural Service Arcas pursuant to Section 214(c)(6) of the Corrununications Act of 1934,

as amended,! consistent with SRTI's licensed service area within the external boundaries of the

Standing Rock Sioux Reservation ("Reservation"). This petition supplements a pending Petition for

designation as an Eligible Telecommunications Carrier ("ETC") filed by SRTI on December 18,

2009,2 by providing additional information to assist the Commission in redefining the current study

areas to reflect SRTI's licensed service area..

SRTI understands that is the first 100% Tribal-government owned wireless carrier, and the

flrst ~uch carrier to petition the Commission for ETC designation and concurrent study area

redefinition.

See 47 USc. § 214(e) ("Provision of Universal Service"); as amended (pub. 1. No. 105-125, 1(97).

Petition of Standing Rock Telecommunications, Inc. Designation .'\s an Eligible Telecommunications Carner,
we Docket No. 09-197 (Public Notice Release Date: Jan. 19, 2010) ("Application'').



However, there is ample precedent for the Commission to designate ETC status and CO

redefIne rural study areas for Tribal-government owned carriers, or for a wireless carrier not subject

to state jurjsdiction.3

SRI'I, therefore, respectfully petitions the Commission CO redefIne SRTI's rural study area as

mirroring SRI'T's licensed service area, the Reservation. This redefInition will inelude portions of the

study areas of three rural ILEC's: the Cheyenne River Sioll."{ Tribe Telephone Authority

("CRSrl'A"); West River Cooperative :l'clcphone Company ("\'lRCTC"); and West River

Telecommunications Cooperative ("WRT"), and one non-rural ILEC Qwest Corporation

("Qwcst"), hereinafter referred to collectively as "Incumbent LEes" pursuant to the process set

forth in Section 54.207(c) of the Commission's rules.

Redefining or reclassifying these sr;udy areas down to the wire center level will allow for

more than one ETC to operate in an area with limited or no wireless service. The redefinition will

have no impact on cur.renr TJ ,F-Cs' universal service support, as the funding will continue to be

available to the lLECs for aU of the eligible tines they serve. Additionally, SRTI is not adven:cly

"cream-skimming," or trying to carve out ~he most profitable areas to serve, as SR"!'I will serve all

areas within its approved service area.

Redefining the study areas will also foster the Commission's goals of encouraging

competition in the telecommunications marketplace, providing wireless services to isolated residents

who may not otherwise have these services,.and extending universal service to additional rural North

3 In Ihe Matter if"Federal·Jtate joinl Board on UlliPerial Jmiu; Virginia Cellular 11...C Perition for DU(f,lIation oJ all Eligible
Telecommulliratiolli Carner ill Ihe CommOllwealth of Virginia, ("Vir..ginia Cellular"), 19 FCC Red. 1563,1582 (2003)("Becausc
Virginia Cellular is limited to providing facilities-based semee only where it is licensed by the Commission and because
Virginia Cellular commits to providing universal scmce throughout its licensed territory.. ,concerns regarding e[Cam
skimmlllg are minimized:'(footnote omined»; III the Mauer of Federal-State joillt B"ard Oil Ullilltrial Sen·ire; lI7n/ml lI7irelw
Corporatloll Petition f"r Dnr;gllation ai all r..kgible Telecommunications Camerfor tbe I'im Ridge Rliervatioll 1>1 .f,,11th Dab/a, (" [V"nfem
[l7lrt/nl'), 16 FCC Red. 18133, 18140 ("ITlhe Commission, in the absence of state jurisdiction over a carrier, has a
statutory obligation to he tbe sole designating entity under section 214(e)(6)." Accordingly, the Commission, rather than
the Slate commission, designated the geographic sernee area of the wireless ETC as the boundaries of the Pine Ridge
Reservation, despite the fact that the designated service area differs from the sTUdy areas of three rural telephone
companies since, in part, the incumbent sTUdy areas extend "beyond The boundaries of the Reservation .. .'').
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Dakota and South Dakota consumers in need. Perhaps most importantly, however, redefIning these

study areas is consistent with the Constitutional relarionship and the Treaty agreements with the

SRST, and the established principles of federal Indian law and the federal trust responsibility, to

empower the Tribe to provide services on its own lands.

II. BACKGROUND

SRTI has filed this pet.ition in conjunction with its Petition to the Commission for

Designation as an Eligible Telecommunications Carner for purposes of receiving high-cost and low

U1come support from the federal universal service fund.~ SRTI is owned and chartered by the

government of the SRST and is licensed by the Commission t.o provide wueless personal

communications service within the exterior boundaries of the SRST Reservation (which coincide

with the boundaries of Sioux County, North Dakota; and Corson County, South Dakota) (in the

partitioned area of the Minneapolis-St. Paul Metropolitan Trading Area (MTA), MTA012). In this

petition we provide additional information to the Commission to redefine the current study areas

down to the wire center level in order to reflect the approved service area of SR.TI which overlaps

with the current. service areas of four incumbent LEes.

4 1be Twelfth &fXJrl and Order concluded that a carrier seeking designation of eligibility to receive federal universal
service support for relecommunicatiolls service offered on tribal lands may petition the Commission for designation
under section 214(e)(6) without first seeking designation from rhe state commission. Tu!(!fth &pOrl and Order, 15 FCC
Red 12208, 12265-69, W Il 5-27 (2000). Pedera/-State J()int Board ()n Univma/ Srrvirr; Prrm/()fing Drplqymellt and JubJcribmhip
in UnJm!(d and UndrrJrrvrd AnaJ, Induding Tribal and [nmlar AreaJ, Tw~!fih fufXJrt and Ordrr, mrmorandum Opinirm and Ordrr,
and Furthrr No!i~r of Proposrd Rulrmakin,'l,> 15 FCC Red 12208 (2000) ("Fwr!fih Ivport and Ordrr'). In the Twelfth fuporl and
Ordrr the Commission also noted thaI the legislative history of section 214(e)(6) makes clear thar the class of carriers
covered by this provision is "dominated by tribally owned carriers," although not limited to this. /d. at 12261, ~ 106.

3



(1) The Communications Act Establishes a Process for Redefinition of Study
Areas.

The Communications Act of 1934, as amended (the "Act") sets forth a process whereby a

competitive ETC may be designated for a service area that differs from that of the ILEC.5 The

Commission and the Federal-State Joint Board on Universal Service ("Joint Board") have

recogni.7.ed that a strict rule requiring a competitive ETC to serve an area exactly matching a rural

lLEC's study area would preclude competitive carriers that fully satisfy ETC requirements from

bringing the benefits of competition to consumers tluoughout their service territory.6 This principle

is particularly true for carriers servicing tribal areas, such as a Tribal-government owned cattier

serving customers within reservation boundaries that differ from ILEC RSAs. Therefore, the

Commission has established a streamlined procedure to redeflOe rural ILEC service areas.7 Using

this procedure, the Commission has applied the Joint Board's recommendations and concluded that

it is necessary and appropriate to redefIne the rurailLEC service areas to pennit the designation of

competitive ETCs in overlapping areas. 8

"Service area" means such company's "study area" unless and until the Commission and the States, after taking
into account recommendations of a Federal-State Joint Board instituted under section 41O(c) of this title, establish a
different definicion of service area for such company, 47 U.S.c. § 214(c).

6 Jf( Prlilion fOr Agmmrnt with Drsignation of Rural Company Eligibk Trlrcommunica/ioll! Carner J'rrvice Anal and for
Appro/'al of thr UJ( of DiJaggnga/irm of S/U41 Anal for the PurpoJe of DiJ/dblltinc~ Portable Pedrral Unit"rJal Sm7er Support,
Mrmorandum Opinion and Order, 15 FCC Rcd 9924, 9927 nAO (1999) (" WaJhing/on IVdrJinition Ordd'), riting PrderalSlatr Joil/I
Board on UniNrJal Sernte, lvcommended DeriJiOIl. 12 FC~ Rcd 87. 181 (1996) ("]oil// Board Rtcommended DeriliM!").

J"u 47 C.F.R. § S4.207(c). See alio hderalStaft.]oinl Board on lJllivenal Smite, &port alld Order, 12 FCC Rcd 8776.
8881 (1997) ("PirJI RtportandOrdd').

Su, r.g., Public Notice. Smilh Baglry, Inc. Pe/i/ionJ for Agreement /0 Ivdifille tbe Semier Artal of Nm't!jo Commulli,"(JlionJ
Compa/fy, Ci'ti~nl erln/muIIICatiorls Compatry of/he Il7bite Mountainl, and CenturyTrl of/he Sou/l)JIi(Sl, 111c. 011 "l"riball.Llllds Wilhin
Ihe Slate ofArizona, Dr\ 01-409 (reI. Feb. 15, 2002) (cffecnve date May 16. 2002); Il7alhinglon Ivde)inition Order, supra. 15
FCC Rcd at 9927-28.
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(2) The Commission Has the Authority to Redefine the Study Area for SRTI.

In the Twelflh Report and Order, the Commission established a framework for the ETC

designation process under Section 214(e)(6) for carriers serving Tribal lands.9 'Ine Commission

spccifically concluded that a carrier seeking ETC designation on Tribal lands may petition the

Commission directly without first seeking designation from the state wcomnusslon.

Section 214(e)(5)'s dcfmition of the "service area" or "study area" further references the

Commission's own authority to redefine study areas for applicants who, like SRTI, are not subject to

state jurisdiction. ll The Commission has specifically addrt;ssed its own authority OVt;r study area

issues with regard to applicants sceking to scrvt; Tciballands in WeJlem WirelCJ"J~

We reject the contention of a few parties that the Commission must consult
with the lstateJ Commission before designating Western Wireless as an ETC
for a service area that differs from the rural telephone company's study area.
We conclude that the federal-state process in section 214(e)(5) contemplates
situations in which only one entity, either the state commission or this
Commission, has the authority to designate the rural telephone company's
entire study area as the ETC's service area.... In any event, we do not believe
that Congress envisioned that the desi!:,1flating entity might need to involve
another regulatory body, or seek its permission, before designating an ETC for
a service area otherwise lying wholly. within its jurisdiction. 12

(3) Study Areas Identified for Re-definition by Wire Center Designation.

SRTI has filed for federal ETC status on December 18th 2009, and has requested that its

ETC service area be defined to be coterminous with its Commission-licensed service area, the

Reservation.o SRTI's Commission-licensed service area docs not correspond with the current

''It\J common carricr providing telcphune exchangc servicc and eXl:hange aCI:CSS lhal is not subjcl:t to lhe
junsdinion of a State Commission" may apply directly to the CommISSIOn for ETC st~tus. "l'we!fih Report alltl Order, 15
FCC Rcd at 12265 (2000).

lt1 1d.'j115.

11 Section 214 (e)(5) "ltJhe lerm "scrvice area" mcans a geographic area es!~blished by ~ Stale commission (or the
Commission under p~ragraph (6)". .

lWei/ern Wire/us, 16 FCC Red. at 18140.

See Application at Exhibir VIII - Service Area.
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boundaries of the Incumbent LECs' service areas. The Act and Commission rules provide,

therefore, that the affected Incumbent LECs' rural service areas must be redefmed before ETC

designation in certain areas can take effect. Redefinition is therefore requested for each of the wire

centers which happen to be located both w.ithin the SRTI service area and within the current ILEC

study areas. 14 SRTI requests that the Comnussion redefine the wire centers in each of the following

servIce areas:

a. For Cheyenne River Sioux Tribe Telephone Authority (CRSTfA), the service area
should be redefined by creating a service area comprised of;

I. Isabel wire center in South Dakota;

b. For \Vest River Cooperative Telephone Company (WRCTC), the service area should be
redefined by creating a service area comprised of;

1. Lemmon wire center in North Dakota and South Dakota;
ii. Mcadow wire center in South Dakota;

c. For \Vest River Telecommunications Cooperative (\XIRTC), the service area should be
redefined by creating a service area comprised of;

I. St. Anthony wire center in North Dakota,
n. Selfridge wire center in North Dakota,

lll. Fort Yates wire center in North Dakota,
IV. Mel ,aughlin wire center in South Dakota.
v. Mobridge wire center in South Dakota.

d. For Qwest Corporation (Qwest), the service area should be redefined by creaung a
service area comprised of;

I. McIntosh wire center in North Dakota and South Dakota,
11. Morristown wire center in North Dakota and South Dakota,
lll. Timberlake wire center in South Dakota.

III. DISCUSSION

SRTI's Petition to redefine rural LEe service areas is consistent with federal Universal

Service policy and satisfies the wee J~int Board factors under Section 54.207(e)(1) of the

Commission's Rules, as well as the competitively neutral universal service policies embedded in the

Act. Specifically, redefining the Incumbent LEe service areas to correspond with SRTI's licensed

,., Section 54.207(c).

6



service area, to promote competitive options for rural consumers and to provide wireless services to

isolated consumers that may not otherwise have wireless telecommunications services.

(1) SRTl's Requested Redefinitions are Consistent with Federal Universal
Service Policy and Prior Commission Decisions.

Congress, in enacting the 1996 amendments to the Act, declared its intent to "promote

competition and reduce regulation" and to "encourage the rapid deployment of new

telecommunications technologies." 15 As pan of its effon to further these goals, Congress enacted

nl,,:W universal service provisions that, for the ftrst time, envisioned multiple ETCs in the same

market. 16 In furtherance of this statutory mandate, the Commission adopted the principle that

universal service mechanisms be administered in a competitively neutral manner, meaning that no

particular type of carrier or technology should be unfairly advantaged or disadvamaged. 17

The usc of high-cost suppon for infrasrrucnue invesonent will ensure that the rural

customers of the SRTI scrvice area have access to affordable, reliable, high-quality, advance, safe and

ubiquitous wireless telecommunication services. 18 Redefinition will also remove a critical obstacle to

competition, consistent with federal telecommunications policy. 19

SRTI's proposed redefInitions are consistent with the Commission's policy and prior

decisions. Redeftnition in the manncr proposed will allow SRTl to provide services throughout its

licensed service area within the SRST tribal boundaries.

"
".

Pub. L. No. 104-104, 110 Stat. 56 (1996) (preamble).

.ra 47 U.S.c. § 214(e)(2).

l7 J"ee First lVpol1 and Ortkr, fupra, 12 FCC Rcd at 8801. Competitive neutrality is a "fundamental principle" of the
FCC's universal service policies. Guam ((lluhf and P~~illg, Inc., Pelition for Wailler ofSection 5-1.314 rif /he Commiuioll:r Rules
alld Rtgula/irmf, CC Docke/ 1\10 . 96-45, Dr\ 03-1169 at 1I7(rel. ",\cc. PoL Div. rel. Apr. 17, 2003).

47 U.s.C § 254.

19 Su Joint Explanatory Statemenl of the Committee of Conference, H.R. Conf. Rep. No. 458, 104th Cong., 2d
Sess. .1\1 113 (stating that the 1996 ACI was designed to creale "a pro-competitive;, de-regulatory national policy
framewo[k" aimed at fostering rapid deploymenr of telecommunications services to all Americans "by opening all
telecommunications markets to competition....n).

7



(2) SRTl's Requested Redefinitions Satisfy All Three Joint Boards' Factors Under
Section 54.207(c)(1) Of The Commission's Rules.

As recognized by !.he Commission, the Joint Board expressed the following concerns

regarding the redefinition of rural telephone company services areas: "(1) I1111lll11lZ111g cream-

skimming; (2) recogruzmg that the 1996 Act places rural telephone companies on a different

competitive footing from other LEes; and (3) recognizing the administrative burden of requiting

rural telephone companies to calculate costs at something othcr that a study area leveL,,2<) SRTI

addresses all threc concerns below.

a. rThere is no cream-skimming.

First, the Joint Board expressed concern as to whether the competitive carrier is attempting

to "cream-skim" by only proposing to serve the lowest cost exchanges. ZI SRTT's application docs

not reflect any cream-skimming. As a wireless carrier, SRTI will provide service to all areas where it

is curreorly has spectrum and is licensed by the Commission, or to all areas within the boundaries of

the Reservation. SRTI is not picking and choosing the lowest-cost exchanges; on the contrary, SRTI

proposes an ETC service area that is coterminous with its licensed service tercitory, and is

committed to offer service to customers throughom its designated ETC service area.

The term "cream-skimming" implies that a would-be ETC would intentionally choose to

serve low-cost arcas and obtain ETC support while avoiding sparsely populated, high-cost areas.

The reality is that there is no "cream" to skim within the SRTI service area, because virtually the

entire service area is sparsely populated. The population density within the Reservation is

3.7 persons and 1.7 persons per square mile in Sioux County, ND and Corson Couney, SD,

respectively. 'Iberefore, the service area that SRTI proposes to serve has a weighted average of 2.7

persons per square mile. By any standard, SRTI serves one of the most sparsely populated regions

"
Vi'!!,inia Cd/uhr, 19 FCC Red at 1582.

Sf{ Joint Board ~rommUldd Drelsion, 12 FCC Red at 180.
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of its size in the United States. Consistent with the Commission's recognition that "a low population

density typically indicates a high-cost area,,,n SRTl's Application provides population density figures

to demonstrate that no cream-skimming will result from ETC designation in the proposed areas.

SRITs Application makes clear that it meets the Commission's criteria in its analysis of

population density as a means of determining the likelihood of SRTI receiving uneconomic lcvels of

support. 23 Opportunities for receiving uneconomic levels of support are further diminishcd by the

Commission's decision to allow rural J ,RCs, to disaggre1:,"3te support below the study-area leve1.24 By

moving support away from low-cost areas and inro high-cost areas, ILECs have had the ability to

minimize or eliminatt: cream-skimming and the payment of uneconomic supporr to competitors. 25

Any Incumbent LEC that has failed to disaggregate support effectively may modify its

disaggregation filings subject to state apprO\;al.u,

SRTI's proposed redefinitions arc designed to reflect the boundaries of the Reservation and

the currently Corrunission licensed service area, they do not target any low cost areas, and they meet

the Joint Hoard's goal of minimizing cream-skimming.

b. Recognition of the rural telephone companies' unique status.

Second, the Joint Board recommended that the Commission consider the rural carner's

special status under the 1996 Act. 27 Congress mandated this public interest analysis in order to

protect the special status of rural carriers in tht: same way it established special considerations for

Virginia Cellular, 19 FCC Rcd at 1579.

See Application at Exhibit VIII - Scrvice Area (pop by Communities) (pop by Political Districts)

24 See Fe&ral-Slate Joint Board on Univmal Smi,-e and Multi-Associalioll Group (MAG) Plan for l{tc~ulation of intmtate
Smiccs of Non-Prife Cap Incumbent Local F.xchange Camm (lnd }nterexch(lng~ Camrrs, CC Docket No. 96-45, Fourteenth
Report and Ordcr, Twenty-Second Order on Reconsidcution, and Further Notice to Rulcmaking, CC Dockcl No. 00­
2j6,Report and Order (FCC 01-157, released May 23, 2001).

2, See /'rdtral-State Join! Board on Universal Senife, Western IFireless Petition for Designatioll (IS (l1J Eligible Tdtrommunimtions
lAmtrfor the Pine Ridge &sen'ati()f/ ill J()uth Dakota, Memorandum Opinion and Onur, 16 FCC Red 18133, 18141 (2001).

Jee 47 C.FR. §§ 54.31 S(b)(4); 54.315(c)(j), 54.315(d)(5).

Ju Joint Board &commended Decision, 12 FCC Red at 180.

9



rU!:'.l1 car.riers with regard to interconnection, unbundling, and rcsale reguirements. 2~ No action in

this proceeding will affect or prejudge any future action that either the Commission, the

North Dakota PSC, or the South Dakota PUC may take with respect to any ILEC's statuS as a rural

telephone company, and nothing about service area redefinition will diminish a rural lLEC's starus

as such. Additionally, the redefinition will have no impact on the current ILECs, univt:rsal service

support, as the funding will continue to be available to the ILECs for all of the eligible lines they

serve.

c. Recognition of any added administrative burdens.

Finally, the Joint Board recommended that the Commission consider any administrativc

burden a rural IJ ,EC would face. In this case, SRTI's reguest to redefine the affected Incumbcnt

LECs service area along wue center boundaries is made solely for ETC designation purposes.

Defining the service areas in this manner will in no way impact the way in which the Incumbent

LECs will calculate their costs, or receive universal service support; it is solely to enable SRTI to

beb.-i.n receiving high-cost support in thosc areas in the same manner as the Incumbent LECs do.

'111e Incumbent LECs may continue to calculate costs and submit data for purposes of collecting

high-cost support in the same manner as they do now.

Should the Incumbent LEes choose to disaggregatc support Out of concerns about cream­

skimming by SRTI (though no such concern should exits as to SRTI), this disaggregation of suppOrt

will not represent an undue administrative burden. To the limited extent that this process may be

burdensome to any ILECs, the benefits of preventing cream-skimming and promoting competitive

neutrality will outweigh any administrative burden involved.

2~ See id.
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IV. CONCLUSION

Tn the end, it is consistent not only with the Commission's own policies, but also with the

federal Constitutional relationship and the Treaty agreements with the SRST, and the established

principles of federal Tndian law and the federal trust responsibility, to empower the Tribe to provide

services on its own lands. SR'l'I seeks only to compete on an equal fooring in order to provide

wireless services within its own nation.

SRTJ ,"'pectfully <eque," that the Commi"ion ,edefine the WITe centm currently in the

servIce arcas of the Cheyenne River Sioux Tribe Telephone Authority, West River Cooperative

Telephone Company, West River Telecommunications Cooperative, and Qwesr Corporation which

arc shared with SRTI's service area.

Dated this ISth day of February, 2010.

Rcsp , . fully submitted,

(
Heather awn'lbornpson
Douglas .r. Bonner
Sonnenschein, Nath & Rosenthal, LLP
1301 K Street, NW
Suite 600, East Tower
Washington, D.C. 20005
(202) 408-6400
(202) 408-6399 (Fax)
hthornpson@sonnenschein.com
dbonncr@sonncnschein.com

AttornrysfOr Standing Rock 'J "elecommunicalions, Int:
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Certificate of Service

I hereby certify that on February J..i..-. 2010 a copy of the foregoing Petition of
Standing Rock Teleconununications, Inc. to Redefine Rural Service Areas was served on the
follo'\ving parties by First-Class Mail, postage prepaid;

South Dakota Public Utilities Commission
Capitol Building, 1st Floor
500 E. Capitol Ave.
Pierre, SD 57501-5070

North Dakota Public Service Commission
600 E. Boulevard, Dept. 408
Bismarck, ND 58505-0480

Charles W. Murphy, Chainnan
Standing Rock Sioux Tribe
P.O. Box D
Fort Yates, ND 58538

Sharon Gillett*
Chief, Wireline Competition Bureau
federal Conununications Commission
Washington, DC 20554

Divya Shenoy*
Wireline Competition Bureau
Federal Communications Commission
Washington, DC 20554

Vickie Robinson*
Wireline Competition Bureau
Federal Communications Commission
Washington, DC 20554

Nicholas Degani*
Wireline Competition Bureau
Federal Conununications Commission
Washington, DC 20554

* by electronic mail
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EXHffiITI:

SERVICE AREA



RJRAl U:C's STUDY AREAS WITHIN STANDING ROOC TElECOMMUNICATIONS SERVice AREA

~. U..... North Oakou South Dakota
~ SlOUl< Count CO/'on Caun

~" 'U ""§ UI631 395145 391689 311631 ",." 395145 "'''' ".."-, QW£ST WRCTC -, QWE5T WRen: =.
NI'A/NXX "",,,. 701/445 701/422 701/216 101/522 101/316 60S/823 101f&Z1 ~ 605/273

605/524 6OS/86S 605/374 .,.,.. .,~..
Rat.Cent« FOI't VIIU ..- NMdntMII N M"",kt"" N le<ml"" MCu.u hUn '"'" " M MdntcWl M""tI,lown TImberlake ~emmon Meitdcw ....,
a" =,""'" STATNOX81!S' '""""""" """,,,00 NRTWSDORSl LMMNSDKAIIS1 MCLGSD """""""" "''''''"'0 MRTWSOCORS2 lMLJ(SDC0R$2 LMMN$DXAR$l MEDWSOXAJU IS!llSOKM66
Rltll("nt«

Complete I Complete....... Complele Partial '"""'", Complele Comp,"te Partl~ .m~ Complete Complete p,rtl,t Partl,l p,ttl" P,tt;"l

STANOING

ROCK TELECOM

.,...

"'"

+

"..

UTI .... .n un .m .'. ..,,. ~, "' ..", un "" ... ""
PrePilO'ed by llCOM. Inc. 12/1/200'J



l··
o '." .'

•

Solen. NO
PQp"'86

•

ti}

selfridge, NO •
POP., 223

Porcupine, NO
POP", •

• ,...
~J

,
......4 ~. ji- -.'~

.~

Walker, SO
POP ••

M'11uchlin, SO

8ullhead, SO • A po :775

pop" 308

• ,

I 1~
. •• . '

Uttle fiJIle• ,
•• POp .. 370,

•

•MCintosh. SO
POP"217

•

,

Morristown, SO
POP" 82

,
Keldron, So
POp ••

A SRT! Existing Wireless Tower

• SRTI Future Wireless Tower

• Communhv

• Population Not Available

Source of Population: Census 2000

Population By Communities

within Standing Rock Telecommunications, Inc.
(SRTI) Service Area

L -L

•

Prepared by T1COM, Inc.



wakpa~ District
POP .. 46
OHU 178

A
•A

,.:i')

•

tanoonbaU District
pop", 971
OHU" 255

~.

•Fort Yates Dlstrle
POP" 2411
OHU '" 683

Bear SoldJet District
pop III 1321
'HU"468

,

" )

,

•

A

. '.
'.

•

ft.

,

Portupine Oistrkt
pop =648
OHU=2n

•
•

•
Little Eagle DistriCt "
POP: 705 ~

OHU=201 ~ ..

--=-1 . '. I . ~~ 4 :' ·L~L...lc=-/=<:- _

Rock Creek District
POP", 1375
OHU·60S

•

,

pop" Population

OHU .. Occupied HousIng Unit

Source of Population: Census 2000

A SlIT/ fllisting Wireless Tower

• SRTI Future Wireless Tower

Population By Standing Rock Sioux Tribe (SRST)
Political District within Standing Rock

Telecommunications, Inc. (SRTI) Service Area

•

Prepared bv TICOM, Inc.


